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Appln.No. KV677.822 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-7, 9-13, 17, 18, 20 and 22-28 were pending. Claims 
17, 18, 20, and 22 were withdrawn. Claims 1-7, 9-13, and 23-28 
were rejected. By the foregoing amendment, no claims are 
amended, claims 1-7, 9-13, 17, 18, 20, 22-28 are canceled, and 
claims 29-36 are added- The canceled claims were canceled to 
avoid excess claim fees and not for patentability reasons or as 
a disclaimer of subject matter. 

Examiner Interview Summary 

Applicant thanks the examiner for the courtesy of an 
interview held on October 8, 2005 and October 13, 2005. The 
underlying combination of the Winston and Taylor references 
below was discussed. It was agreed that Applicant would submit 
one or more claims based upon claim 28 for further 
consideration . 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-7, 9-13, and 23-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being obvious and unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,313,885 of Winston in view of U.S. Patent No. 1,990,421 of 
Taylor. Claim 28 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Winston in view of Taylor and further in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 4,187,772 of Hollenbeck. Applicant 
respectfully traverses the rejections. 

Winston discloses a basic plate (e.g., for printing the 
letters "XYZ"). Taylor discloses paper with a preprinted 
pattern. The exemplary patterns involve two sets of parallel 
lines crossed at right angles to each other. Page 1, col. 2, 
lines 1-2. Although Taylor was asserted as having the claimed 
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two pluralities of surfaces, no specific elements of Taylor were 
identified as the respective pluralities. From the drawings of 
Taylor, it would appear that only a single group of lines are 
present in any direction (e.g., the two orthogonal sets in FIGS, 
1 and 2 thereof would have no phase relationship and would be 
neither in-phase nor out-of -phase) . The cited Taylor text is no 
more informative in this regard. The asserted motivation to 
combine was "in order to print a pattern having Btraight lines." 
Office action, page 3, fourth paragraph. However, no citation 
has been made for that motivation. No citation has been made as 
to why one or ordinary skill in the art would attempt any 
modification of Winston. 

Hollenbeck discloses a hammer- like stamper for applying 
grade indicia to lumber. The stamper has a multi-sided head, 
with different stamps (presumably identifying different lumber 
grades) on each side. The asserted motivation was "to be able to 
more readily print more than one image." Office action, page 6. 
There is simply no suggestion for this hindsight reconstruction. 
For example/ there is no indication that one would wish to do 
this with a lined image. There is no indication that the 
hammer-like action of Hollenbeck would be useful with a lined 
image . 

New claim 29 is supported by claim 28 and identifies the 
particular combination of raised surfaces wherein the first 
plurality of raised surfaces are configured for printing an 
image for achieving a particular effect when viewed through a 
lenticular lens and a second plurality of raised surfaces are 
configured for producing a second image not achieving that 
effect. For example, the first image could appear and disappear 
while the second image is constant. There is no suggestion for 
this combination in the references. 
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New claims 31-36 are supported by former claim 28 and 
paragraph 0043. Claim 31 identifies two separate pluralities of 
raised print surfaces having a given pitch on different sides of 
the mounting member. Claim 31 further identifies means for 
registering the apparatus relative to a common linear reference 
so that print images from the respective raised print surfaces 
of the first and second ink transfer print plates will print 
lines out of phase with each other. There is no suggestion for 
this registration in the art and it is clearly taught away in 
the combined references by the highly inaccurate hammer-like 
apparatus of Hollenbeck. New claim 33 similarly identifies the 
means for registering but is not limited to a lined second ink 
transfer plate. 



Accordingly, Applicant submits that the pending claims are 
in condition for allowance and requests reconsideration and 
further examination of the present application. Please charge 
any fee or deficiency or credit any overpayment to the Deposit 
Account of record. 



Respectfully submitted, 

~ fas* * A 

William B. Slate 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. NO. 37,238 
Tel: (203) 777-6628 
Fax: (203) 865-0297 

Date: November 14, 2005 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being faxed this 14 day of November, 2005 to me 
USPTO, at Fax No. 1-571-273-8300. 

William B. Slate 
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